WHY   A   TRAGEDY'
which most of the Whig-Liberals were agreed, but it was the genius of Disraeli that made him stake the fortunes of his party on the innate Toryism of the common people He knew their responsiveness to leadership they could respect, and he divined that the old aristocracy of birth was likely to attract their suffrages more readily than the new aristocracy of money He had judged rightly, for during the last quarter of the century the balance of power shifted decisively in favour of the Tories
But like the Romantic he was, he had made one miscalculation Just as Bolingbroke's ideal of a patriot king had failed to work in the previous century, owing to that king being George III, so Disraeli's ideal of a Tory democracy broke down from lack of leadership The gentlemen of England had neither the intellect nor the imagination requisite for piloting the Ship of State through those dangerous and uncharted waters into which she had drifted Such activities would have interfered too much with sport We must remember that the very business or the nation, as transacted in Parliament, had to accommodate itself to the necessity of setting free legislators to slaughter grouse on the earliest possible day on which this could be done without the interference of the police
The time was approaching when the old upper ckss would be scarcely distinguishable The colkpse of English agriculture, long deferred, had become an accomplished fact in the eighties, and the great estates no longer sufficed to maintain their owners in the old dignity Many a country seat passed into the hands orthe new rich, who treated it as an expensive play-fftflng, and had no ties with the soil The old Queen, 0 indomitable as ever, maintained her court as the $a$fr st^qnghold of aristocratic exclusiveness, but o& ^ * ' * of her son, the last barriers were a House of Lords -st^l
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